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Survey

• Following June FAC 
Meeting State Reps.:
– Worked as caucus
– Developed survey

Survey
• Four Questions

– Check boxes
– Easy to respond
– Space for comments

• ASWIPCA sent to 
states

• 31 Responses so far 
– presented in this 
interim report



No RequirementNR

Compliance LimitCL
Quantitation LimitQL
Detection LimitDL
None DefinedND

40 CFR Part 136 
Appendix B40 CFR

These are the acronyms you'll see 
in the tables that follow, with their 
meanings
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*8 respondents included qualifying notes under other. The notes were 
not included in the count for other.
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Question 1: How are detection limits determined in 
your State Clean Water Act Programs?

For NPDES Permits:
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*4 respondents included qualifying notes under other. The notes were 
not included in the count for other.
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Question 1:  How are detection limits determined in 
your State Clean Water Act Programs?

For other CWA programs, including ambient  
monitoring:
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Question 2: Does your State regulation or accreditation 
program require laboratories to determine detection 
limits and quantitation limits?

Detection Limits
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Question 2: Does your State regulation or accreditation 
program require laboratories to determine detection 
limits and quantitation limits?

Quantitation Limits

*2 respondents included qualifying notes under other. The notes 
were not included in the count for other.
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Question 3: In your State, what is the lowest reporting 
level required by laboratories that perform testing for 
certain pollutants in wastewater and ambient 
monitoring?

Wastewater

*1 respondent under each category included qualifying notes under 
other. The notes where not included in the count for other.
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Question 3: In your State, what is the lowest reporting 
level required by laboratories that perform testing for 
certain pollutants in wastewater and ambient 
monitoring?

Ambient Monitoring
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*1 respondent under each category included qualifying notes under 
other. The notes where not included in the count for other.
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Question 4: Where available analytical methods are insufficiently 
sensitive to assess compliance with applicable water quality 
standards, what is the lowest level at which your state makes 
regulatory decisions?

Wastewater – Determining Need for Effluent Limits
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*1 respondent under each category included qualifying notes under 
other. The notes where not included in the count for other.
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Question 4: Where available analytical methods are insufficiently 
sensitive to assess compliance with applicable water quality 
standards, what is the lowest level at which your state makes 
regulatory decisions?

Wastewater – Enforcing Effluent Limits
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*1 respondent for this category included qualifying notes under other. 
The notes where not included in the count for other.

Question 4: Where available analytical methods are insufficiently 
sensitive to assess compliance with applicable water quality 
standards, what is the lowest level at which your state makes 
regulatory decisions?

Ambient Monitoring

N=31

Initial Observations
• Many approaches across the states – will make  

selecting options for detection/quantitation
challenging

• A high percentage of states use the Method 
Detection Limit (MDL) procedure at 40 CFR, part 
136, Appendix B to determine detection and/or 
quantitation limits

• There appears to be no "right" or even most 
popular way to use these values and some 
states have fairly complex decision matrices for 
setting requirements 

Initial Observations (con’t.)

• Many of the states responding use BOTH 
detection and quantitation levels in some 
way. This would seem to indicate that states 
believe there is usefulness for both concepts, 
although the additional narrative comments 
suggest significant differences in how 
quantitation and detection limits are 
used. Compliance limits determined from some 
expected achievable detection or quantitation
limits are also not uncommon. 



Questions?


